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Adulteration of. the article was alleged in the information for’ the reason

that it consisted in whole and in part of a filthy, decomposed.and putrid animal
substance.

On June 21, 1926 the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the 1nformation,‘

and the court imposed a fine of $50 and costs.
W. M. JARDINE, Secrelary of Agmcultme
14382. Misbranding of salad oil. U. S. v. 12 Cartons of Salad Oil. Decree

of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released under ‘bond
(F. & D. No. 20554. I.-8. No, 6952-x. - 8. No. E-5530.)

On November 6, 1925, the United States attorney for the District of Connecti—
cut, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District

-

Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and con-

demnation of 12 cartons of salad oil, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at New Haven, Conn., alleging that the article had been shipped by

the Reliable Importing Co., New York, N. Y, on or about September 5, 1925,

and transported from the State of New York into the State of Connectlcut
and charging misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act as amended.

The article was labeled in part: (Case) “Six—1 Gallon Cans,” (can) “Con- .

tadina Brand Superior Quality Pure Vegetable Salad Oil * * * 0.98 Of
One Gallon Or 7Y% Lbs. Net.”

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
labels on the cans, to wit, “0.98 Of One Gallon Or 71, Lbs. Net,” and on the
case, to wit, “ Six—1 Gallon Cans,” were false and misleading and deceived
and misled the purchaser. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason
that the article was food in phckage form and the quantity of the contents
was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outs1de of the packages,
since the statements made were not correct,.

On June 2, 1926, the Reliable Importing Co., Inc., New York N Y having
appeared as claimant for the property,” judg’ment of condemnation and for-
feiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product be re-
leased to the said claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and
the execution of a bond in the sum of $150, conditioned in part that it be
recanned under the supervision of this department, so that the labels. show
the true volume, to W1t 1 full gallon. o

W. M. .TARDINE Secretary of Agrwultme

14383. Misbranding of olive oil. U. S. v. 36 Cans of Olive 0Oil. Decree of
condemnation and forfeiture entered. Product released under
g‘_’é'g'}st)o be destroyed. (F. & D. No. 20177. 1. S. No., 24956-v. 8. No.

On May 29, 1925, the United States attorney for the. District of Connecti-
cut, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said distriet a libel praying seizure and con-
demnation of 36 cans of olive oil, remaining in the original unbroken packages
at Waterbury, Conn., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Elysee
Olive Oil Co., New York, N. Y., on or about March 14, 1925, and transported
from the State of New York into the State of Connecticut, and charging mis-
branding in violation of the food and drugs act as amended. The article was
labeled in part: “ Sena Brand Pure Virgin Imported Olive Oil * * * (Con-
tents Half Gallon Net.”

Misbranding of 'the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the
reason that the labels on the said cans bore the following statements, designs
and devices, * Contents Half - Gallon Net;”-‘“Samuel Sena * * *  Water-
bury, Conn.,” which were intended to induce the purchaser to believe that the
cans contained %% gallon of the product, when, in truth and in fact, they did
not. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the article was
food in package form and the quantity of the contents was not plainly and con-
spicuously marked on the outside of the package.

On August 31, 1925, the Elysee Olive Oil Co., Inc., New York, N. Y., having
appeared as claimant for the property, judgment of condemnation and forfeit-
ure was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product be released
to the said claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and the
execution of a good and sufficient bond, conditioned in part that upon receipt
of the product at New York, N. Y., the claimant destroy it in the presence of a
representative of this department.

W. M. JagrpINE, Secretary of Agriculture.
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